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ROSATI'S ELECTION TO THE COADJUTORSHIP 
OF NEW ORLEANS 

In a letter to Father Colucci, dated St. Louis, Mo., April 27, 
1818, Father De Andreis expressed his judgment about Father 
Joseph Rosati in the following terms: "Great are my anticipa- 
tions concerning Father Rosati. Young, robust, very pious, 
absolutely devoid of self-seeking, full of zeal and of talent, he 
has bewildered the most experienced missioners by his English 
preaching, and I have heard some exclaim: 'Never did man speak 
like this man.' All who know him are fascinated by the piety 
and cheerful geniality of his conversation. I have not the 
slightest doubt that before long they will want to make him a 
bishop: well, God's will be done!" 

That this anticipation was due to a gleam of prophetic light 
may be more than the words of the saintly missionary permit 
us to assert; but it is safe to say that the mental caliber and the 
sterling sacerdotal qualities of Father Rosati were of the kind 
which would unconsciously possess an attraction for all those 
who knew him, his superiors especially. It is certain also that 
no one was ever further from the thought of the mitre than the 
humble, simple, unassuming superior of the Seminary and 
College, then just begun at the "Barrens." After performing his 
exercises of piety and teaching the many classes he was con- 
ducting, he had no thought but for trees to be felled, improve- 
ments to be made, mortar, and the constant, difficult problem of 
supplying "daily bread" for his charges. So alien were his 
aspirations to whatever might be termed ambition, that all his 
letters to the Vicar General of his Congregation in Rome 
bemoaned his woeful lack of anything like administrative ability. 
He considered himself a dismal failure and earnestly begged and 
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urged, so far as obedience allowed him to do so, that someone else 
be appointed in his place, who would not spoil the work of God. 

Yet Divine Providence had decreed that he should be the 
first bishop consecrated in the large territory west of the 
Mississippi river, which had been acquired twenty years before 
by the United States. 

Even after the erection of the Sees of Boston, New York, 
Pennsylvania (Philadelphia) and Bardstown, on April 8, 1808, ' 
the jurisdiction of Baltimore extended to Maryland, the District 
of Columbia, Virginia, the two Carolinas, Alabama and Missis- 
sippi. Moreover, by a decree from Rome, dated October 1, 
1805, the Ordinary of Baltimore had been entrusted with the 
administration of the Church in Louisiana and Florida, widowed 
at that time of its spiritual head by the departure of Bishop 
Luis Penalver y Cardenas in 1801. 2 To this was added, in 1811, 
the spiritual care of some of the Danish and Dutch West Indies. 

Of the large territory then united into this immense Diocese, 
Louisiana was the farthest away from the archiepiscopal city. 
New Orleans had been erected into an Episcopal See in 1793, and 
it was natural that its autonomy should be restored as soon as 
the troublous circumstances which had disturbed the Church of 
that city should improve. Accordingly, by virtue of special 
faculties granted to him by Propaganda, Archbishop Carroll 
appointed, in 1812, Father William Du Bourg, Vicar Apostolic of 
Louisiana and Florida; 3 this title was changed, in 1815, into that 
of Bishop of Louisiana (New Orleans). The new Diocese covered 
practically the whole territory known as the Louisiana Purchase, 
and embraced, besides, an undetermined territory along the 
Gulf coast (Southwestern Louisiana and South Texas), bounded 
by the Dioceses of Linares and Durango in Mexico; 4 juridically 
the two Floridas also continued to be annexed to it. 

1 Archivio di Prop. Fide, Atti. (1814), ff. 166-183. 

2 When Bishop Penalver was promoted to the See of Guatemala, on July 20, 1801, 
a successor was appointed for the See of New Orleans; but the transfer of Louisiana 
from the crown of Spain to France, and again to the United States likewise caused 
the transfer of the appointee to another Diocese in the Spanish Dependencies. 

* Florida, which first belonged to the Diocese of Santiago de Cuba, had been by 
Consistorial Decree of September 10, 1787, placed under the jurisdiction of the 
Bishop of Havana, Cuba; by Apostolic Letters of April 25, 1793, it was annexed to 
the Diocese of New Orleans. Brief of January, 1823, to Father Rosati. 

* Shea, Vol. ii, p. 570. 
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While Bishop Du Bourg was in Europe, trying his utmost to 
secure priests for his large Diocese, 6 rumors were circulated in 
America touching the establishment of an Episcopal See in 
Upper Louisiana. The prelate, before leaving America, had, 
indeed, expressed "his intention to propose to the Holy See the 
'dismemberment' of Upper Louisiana from the See of New 
Orleans, and the placing of that territory under the jurisdiction 
of Bishop Flaget (of Bardstown). The latter endorses on the 
back of the letter that he considers this plan very feasible and 
proper." This is in no way surprising, since he appears to 
have been the originator of it. 6 The proposition was received 
quite favorably by Cardinal Litta, Prefect of Propaganda, who, 
however, sought the opinion of Archbishop Carroll before sub- 
mitting any definite plan to the Holy Father. 7 The reports 
received from Rome were of such a nature that Bishop Flaget 
sent the following Circular 9 to be communicated to the priests 
of Upper Louisiana and Illinois by Father Donatian Olivier, 
pastor of the Church at Prairie du Rocher, Illinois: 

March 3, 1816. 
Very Venerable Brother: 

Without further preamble, I must tell you, that, probably before the 
close of the year, you will have a resident bishop at St. Louis or St. 
Genevieve, whose bishopric, if I mistake not, will embrace the territories 
of Missouri and Illinois; those of Indiana and Michigan are to be added, 
till other orders. This arrangement will not take place until all the 
inhabitants of that country agree to reverence the bishop and his lawful 
successors and establish a fund sufficient to support a seminary. This 
news is official, and I beg you to make it known to all the parishes on 
this and the other side of the Mississippi. And in order that this affair 
might proceed with all possible prudence, I thought it advisable that 
each parish should hold a general meeting for the election of a deputy; 
that all the deputies should, at a certain specified time, meet at St. Louis 
to deliberate: 1st. Concerning what annual revenue they can allow 

• The Diocese of New Orleans, before Bishop Du Bourg's departure for Europe, 
numbered only ten priests, most of them rather old (letter of Father Rosati to 
Father Baccari, May, 4 1821). Cf. Spalding, Sketches of the Life. Times and 
Character of Bishop Flaget, p. 91. Louisville, 1852. 

• Spaijding, op. cit., pp. 165-67. 

7 Cardinal Litta's letter to the Archbishop of Baltimore was dated December 28, 
1816, twenty days after the death of the Archbishop. 

• An original French copy of this Circular is preserved in the church of St. Gene- 
vieve, Mo. The present partial translation is that given in the American Catholic 
Historical Researches, Vol. xxi (1904), pp. 158-60. 



6 CHARLES L. SOTJVAY, CM. 

their bishop. 2nd. Concerning the means for securing the revenue; and 
it ought to be a ready means and free from entanglements. 3rd. Con- 
cerning his house and furniture and a servant. 4th. Concerning a site 
for a seminary which ought to be near the church and the bishop's 
residence, and on land which some day might yield enough to support and 
educate a good number of young men destined for the ecclesiastical 
state. 5th. Concerning a sum sufficient to defray the expenses which 
the bishop would incur in going thither and in procuring the vestments 
needed. They might also discuss whether it would be of greater advan- 
tage to that country to have the episcopal see at St. Louis or at St. 
Genevieve. These deliberations having been made and committed to 
writing, they will be submitted to Monseigneur, the Bishop of New 
Orleans, and to me for examination. Whatever observations we intend 
to make will be communicated to you, and as soon as all the parties 
are agreed, the results will be as quickly as possible forwarded to the 
Roman Curia, where they await but this to expedite the bulls. 

The great temporal sacrifices, which the inhabitants will have to 
make in this matter, will be amply recompensed by the spiritual advan- 
tages, which will be permanently secured to them. I myself am con- 
vinced that in a few years the population will increase so rapidly by 
emigration from other States, that in less than ten years property will 
be worth twice or three times its present value. They would then be 
deplorably blind to their own interests and the interests of their posterity, 
if out of mere temporary considerations they should reject the favors 
offered them and sacrifice, perhaps forever, the hope of an episcopal see. 
Since the location of the see chiefly depends on the choice to be made 
by DuBourg or myself, I am fully determined to oppose with all my 
might its being at St. Louis, if it is true, what they write to me, that there 
is a theatre there which would make useless all the efforts of the most 
zealous and holy bishop. Indeed, what use would it be for a prelate to 
wage war on vanity, luxury and deceit while the stage-players, in prin- 
ciple and practice, were sanctioning deceit, luxury and vanity; this would 
be trying to make companions of light and darkness, of truth and false- 
hood, of Belial and the God of Israel; now this I cannot consent to. I 
hope that the citizens of St. Louis will come to their senses and they will 
not cast aside, out of love for vanity and falsehood, the incalculable 
benefits which will infallibly result from the presence of a bishop in then- 
city and from the various institutions which he will be able to found 
there. Induce the people of that country to enter within themselves, 
to weep over their sins and purify their consciences, in order that by 
fervent and continual prayer they may be able to obtain from God, a 
holy bishop inflamed with zeal for the glory of God and the salvation of 
souls. Give orders that in all the parishes where there is a priest the 
Veni Creator and prayer to the Holy Ghost be chanted for this purpose, 
before or after Mass, and if there be no choir let them say a chaplet of the 
beads for the same intention. I desire that the priests, at least once 



ROSATI 8 ELECTION TO NEW ORLEANS 7 

a month say the Votive Mass of the Holy Ghost for the same object, 
since their welfare as well as that of the people depends in good measure 
upon the choice our Holy Father the Pope will make. As all the inhabi- 
tants of that country are well known and very dear to me, assure them I 
shall join in their prayers. For no one in the world desires more than 
I do their happiness in time and eternity. 
I am with all the friendship possible, 

Your very devoted servant, 

#Benoit 3„ Bishop of Bardstown. 

The question of the incumbent of the projected See had 
likewise begun to be discussed. Bishop Du Bourg and Bishop 
Flaget were of the opinion that a Frenchman would best 
suit the new See, and the former put forward the name of his 
friend of Bardstown. He did not deem the proposition in the 
least incongruous, for "according to the plan," as he explained, 
"the new See of St. Louis was to remain under the immediate 
jurisdiction of the Holy See" until the erection of a new Arch- 
bishopric in the West, to which St. Louis would be attached.' 
Cardinal Litta seems to have approved this choice. 10 Bishop 
Flaget himself was not, at first, averse to the change, as we learn 
from his letter early in 1815, to Mr. Gratiot, of St. Louis. Later 
on, however, he modified his attitude, as is evident from the 
following letter he wrote on June 26, 1816, to Archbishop Neale: 11 

Most Rev'd Father: 

It is a great pity that the people who ought to afford us nothing but 
relief and consolation, are precisely those that give us more trouble. 
Thus, indeed, was our divine Master treated by his very disciples; we his 
Servants are not to expect a better treatment, and we axe to rejoice 
that we are found worthy to suffer for him. 

According to your request I candidly pass my opinion about the 
erection of a new See at St. Louis. I firmly believe that the place is of 
the utmost importance for the good of religion, not only on account of 
the many Catholics that live there now, of those that will immediately 
emigrate thither, as soon as they hear that there is a Catholic Bishop, 
but much more so on account of the many nations of Indians that 
have never heard of the Christian faith. The Bishop that is to be sent 
thither must be accompanied by a good number of priests and zealous 



' Spalding, op. cit, p. 167. 

" Letter to Archbishop Carroll, December 2S, 1815. 

" The original is in the Archives of Baltimore. Cf . American Catholic Historical 
Researches, Vol. six (1902), p. 108. The text as given there is faulty and betrays 
the copyist's unfamiliarity with archival sources. 
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ones, because the country is almost destitute of them. A seminary and 
College must be erected in order to give to the Catholic religion a supe- 
riority over all the other sects that are moving every stone to pull down 
our faith and build their errors on its ruins. The RR." Jesuits are 
certainly those that would suit the best in those quarters, for sixty 
years ago they carried on almost all the work at the missions both among 
the French people and the Indians, and their names there" yet in the 
greatest veneration. If the Holy Father was to send a Jesuit as a 
Bishop and give five or six companions, I do not entertain the least doubt, 
but in less than twenty years it would be the most flourishing diocese of all 
those that are in the United States. But if the Pope sends thither a 
Bishop by himself or with one or two priests only, nothing good will 
result from his missions; he will work as a zealous missionary, but he 
will do nothing as a Bishop. 

As to my translation to that See, if ever it takes place, it will be 
attended by a great many inconveniences in Kentucky. I have erected 
a Seminary where there are now seven young men studying divinity 
and five others more or less advanced in their studies according to the 
time of their coming. The Monasteries for public schools in which 
there are about thirty girls that have taken their vows, or are ready to 
take them, their success in teaching and instructing their pupils of 
every denomination has far surpassed our expectations. All these 
establishments, if ever I am ordered to go, are threatened with immediate 
ruin, because all the priests that attend them will follow me. Besides 
the building of my cathedral in Bardstown which is going on with good 
speed will be stopped all at once, if the people hear that I am going to 
move with Messrs. David, Chabat 14 to 15 Scheiffer and for it this building 
is so much encouraged. It is on account of the great esteem and affections 
which both Catholics and Protestants entertain for us. Louisiana, 
on another hand, will not gain much by my translation, for though I 
would take along with me Messrs. David, Chabat" etc., we wouldn't 
be strong enough to carry on the business properly and very little 
good would result from our operations. Besides until now St. Sulpicius 
has not acknowledged my seminary as a Seminary belonging to the 
Company and every day I am threatened with loosing" Messrs. David 
and Chabat, 18 which would cut off all hope of success. 

The R.R. Mr. Durhenny 18 informed me that the Court of Rome 
has a notion to send Mr. Gallitzin in my place. If ever he comes alone, 
he may be sure he will count his days by his trials and tribulations: for 
either he must blindly submit to the old priests that will remain here, 
or he will be at war with them, without any hope of obtaining victory. 



" Probably FF. (Fathers). » Chabrat. 

18 are to be supplied. a Read losing. 

» Chabrat. 18 Chabrat. 

15 Read and. " Read Dubourg. 
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Quod experientia constat. But if Mr. Gallatzin 20 can come with three 
or four priests, addicted to his cause and capable to support his measures, 
then he will succeed and Kentucky will gain by his translation. 

The difficulty will be for the Court of Rome, to supply the Bishop 
with as many Priests as mentioned. Then it will be better not to appoint 
any, for a Bishop without priests may be compared to an excellent 
general who could pretend to gain victories without an army. Before I 
close my letter I beg of you to inform me who is the executor of the 
Most Bd. Dr. Carroll's will for I have been told he has bequeathed 
something to me, but the intelligence did not come officially. If you 
write to the Cardinal perfect 21 of the Propaganda be so good as to make 
him sensible of the great inconveniences that would result from my 
translation, and you will serve the cause of religion in Kentucky and 
oblige in a particular manner 

Your most humble and obed. Servt. 

* Benedict Joseph, Bishop of Bardstown. 

The plan, however, never matured. Archbishop M. J. 
Spalding attributes its failure to "the bad spirit manifested by a 
party in New Orleans" 22 opposed to Bishop Du Bourg. This 
view is well founded. On account of this "bad spirit," it had 
been decided that Bishop Du Bourg would settle in St. Louis; 
the erection of a See and the appointment of a Bishop there were 
consequently, for the time being at least, out of question. Mean- 
while, he had been quite successful in securing from Italy and 
France priests for his mission, and both Upper and Lower 
Louisiana would be taken care of and the hope of better days 
entertained. On August 8, 1816, Bishop Flaget received definite 
intelligence that he was not to be transferred to St. Louis. 
This did not mean the absolute abandonment of the plan, but 
merely its being left in abeyance. It was taken up again in 
1819, in a slightly modified form at least, by the Bishops of 
New Orleans and of Bardstown. There was talk at that time of 
erecting a new Episcopal See at Cincinnati. Bishop Du Bourg 
thought that, consequent upon its establishment, an Arch- 
bishopric should be created in the West and located either at 
Bardstown or at St. Louis. But Rome was then apparently 
arranging other plans for the United States. Whatever may 
have been the whole project entertained, one of its features was 

20 Gallitzin. 

21 Read Prefect. 

22 Spalding, op. cit , p 168. 
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the appointment of a Coadjutor to the Bishop of Louisiana; 
and for this office the Cardinal Prefect proposed — on whose 
recommendation we know not — Father Rossetti, a secular 
priest, a native of Milan, and one of Bishop Du Bourg's recruits 
for the Louisiana mission. Father Rossetti had come to America 
in 1818, reaching the "Barrens" on January 5, 1819. Some 
months later he begged admission into the Congregation of the 
Mission and commenced his novitiate; but shortly afterwards he 
left "on account of a certain malady," as Father Rosati charitably 
puts it in a letter to Father Baccari, on June 23, 1821. 

How Bishop Du Bourg received the proposal of a Coadjutor 
is not known; but he saw clearly that Propaganda had been im- 
posed upon in the matter of the candidate, and he was quite 
outspoken about it (October 1, 1821): 

"Quod D. Rossetti Mediolanensem iterate jam vice mihi ad 
Episcopatum proposuerit Sacra Congregatio, satis arguit minus notum 
fuisse hunc sacerdotem. Praeterquam enim ita corpore dcformis 
est ut ipsius aspectus risum Americanis moveret, profunda turn humani- 
orum turn divinorum inscitia laborat, Gallici et Angli idiomatum aeque 
rudis, aed quod pejus est, jam duobus retro annis summo omnium 
nostrum dolore et molestia in vesaniam penitus actus est. . . . 
Tandem post annum integrum in hoc deplorabili statu exactum, mente 
partim recuperate in patriam regredi voluit, ubi eum incolumem ap- 
pulisse confido." 

Some time later, when Bishop Du Bourg had settled in 
New Orleans, he wrote again to Rome, to urge the resumption 
of the former plan. After the Rossetti incident, there is a touch 
of the piquant in his insistence upon "the appointment of such 
persons only, for Bishops in the United States, as were already 
fully acquainted with our missions, and as would be properly 
recommended by the American prelates." For the new Diocese 
of St. Louis, he proposed Father Brute as the first, and Father 
Rosati as the second, on the list; and he suggested that the new 
Diocese should embrace Missouri, Illinois, and that portion of 
Arkansas north of the river bearing the same name. Once 
more the scheme failed, but this time because Rome had already 
taken steps in another direction, as can be seen from the Brief 
sent to Father Rosati on August 13, 1822. 

Archbishop Marechal had no sooner taken charge of the then 



ROSATl's ELECTION TO NEW ORLEANS 11 

exceedingly large Diocese of Baltimore (1817), than he petitioned 
the Holy See to erect a new bishopric, to be formed out of the 
remotest States and Territories under his care. "The good of 
religion," he said in his Report to Propaganda, October 16, 1818, 
"demands that a bishop should be created directly in the Southern 
States, who could sow, nurture and water the seed of Catholic 
faith, before Protestant ministers have a chance to spread their 
false doctrines. Accordingly, I most humbly and earnestly 
beg the Sacred Congregation to obtain from the Holy Father the 
erection of an Episcopal See at Charleston, S. C, and that as 
quickly as possible." 23 Archbishop Marechal proposed that the 
new Diocese include the States of North and South Carolina 
and Georgia, and the Territory of Mississippi. Other influences, 
however, were active in Rome, of which the Metropolitan of 
Baltimore was not unaware; and despite his opposition, two 
new Sees — those of Richmond (Virginia) and Charleston (North 
Carolina, South Carolina and Georgia) were created on July 
1 and 12, 1820. Clearly, Cardinal Fontana's knowledge of 
American Geography was deficient, as by this decision the 
Archdiocese was split into two sections a thousand miles apart: 
the one, including Maryland and the District of Columbia, and 
the other, Mississippi and Northern Alabama, with the two 
new Dioceses between. 24 

Later events manifested the impracticability of this scheme. 
The See of Charleston, although deprived of the Western Terri- 
tories which Archbishop Marechal wished to be incorporated 
thereto, proved to be permanent; whereas the Diocese of 
Richmond, after two years of a precarious existence, was placed 
again under the jurisdiction of Baltimore, its Bishop (Bishop 
Patrick Kelly) being transferred to the See of Lismore and 
Waterford, in Ireland. 

The awkward condition created by the decrees of July, 1820, 
as regards the Territory of Mississippi called loudly for redress. 
There was, it is true, an agreement between the Archbishop of 
Baltimore and the Bishop of New Orleans, according to which 
the latter prelate administered the western half of the Baltimore 



88 Cf. Catholic Historical Review, Vol. i (1915-16), pp. 450-1. 

2< The southern part of Alabama remained in the Diocese of New Orleans. 
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Diocese as Vicar General of its lawful Ordinary. 25 This arrange- 
ment, however, was deemed unsatisfactory, owing particularly 
to the fact that Bishop Du Bourg, on his return from Europe 
(1817-1818), on account of troubled condition in the Church 
of Louisiana, had fixed his residence in St. Louis, which was 
nearly as far from the Territory of Mississippi as Baltimore itself. 
However, on November 19, 1820, he set out to visit Lower 
Louisiana, where such an enthusiastic welcome was everywhere 
tendered him that he remained. 26 But the Prefect of Propa- 
ganda apparently had not yet been apprized of this change; 27 
hence, on August 13, 1822, the Sacred Congregation decided to 
erect the two Territories of Mississippi and Alabama into a 
Vicariate Apostolic, and to appoint thereto Father Rosati, 
who was nominated Bishop of Tenagra i. p. i. 

Shea tells us that, since Northern Alabama and Mississippi 
belonged to the Diocese of Baltimore, the action taken by 
Propaganda "seems to have elicited a protest from Archbishop 
Marechal." 28 Such a protest would suppose that the dismem- 
berment was made without the consent, and perhaps without 
the knowledge, of that prelate — a disregard of the usual procedure 
which is hardly credible. As a matter of fact, Archbishop 
Marechal, who had set out for Rome at the end of 1821, was 



15 "Cumque territoria duo Mississipii et Alabamae, in foederatis Americae 
provinciis, quorum spirituale regimen pertinebat ad Baltimorensem Archiepisco- 
patum, a Metropolitana Sede tarn dissita sint, ut cum Archiepiscopus eorum curam 
gerere non posset, ea Neo-Aurelianensi Episcopo tanquam Vicario Suo Generali 
committere cogeretur. ..." Apost. Letter, August 18, 1822. 

28 "Sopratutto si e veduto la mano di Dio nella mutazione successa ne'cuori degli 
avversarii del Vescovo, nella riconciliazione sincera e perfetta del P. Antonio, il 
quale presentemente e f orse la persona che vi sia in Diocesi piu attaccata al Vescovo. 
Quel buon prelato ha avuta la consolazione di vedere da vicino quanto Le ho accen- 
nato nella visita che ha fatta di tutte le parrocchie della Bassa Luigiana; mi scrive 
che tutto k andato al di la de' suoi desiderii. Da per tutto e stato accolto come in 
trionfo. . . . Non meno de' popoli, Monsige., ho avuto motivo di esser contento 
de' Parrochi; ha tenuto il Sinodo Diocesano alia Na. Orleans, ed ha ammirato il 
zelo di tutti i Curati." (Fr. Rosati to Fr. Baccari. May 4, 1821.) 

27 "Cum Episcopus Novae Aureliae ob translatam suam residentiam in civitate 
S. Ludovici in Luisiana Superiori quae leucas circiter quingentas ab iisdem terri- 
toriis" (Miss, and Ala.) "distat eorum curam amplius exercere non possit." (Brief, 
August 13, 1822.) Bishop Du Bourg's change of residence was still unknown in 
Rome in January, 1823, for the Brief issued on the twenty-first of that month recites 
the same statement. 

28 Op. eit. Vol. iii, p. 73. 
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in Rome when the erection of the Vicariate was decided upon, 
had brought back to America the Brief sent by Propaganda to 
Father Rosati, and was to forward the same to his address. 29 
It is hard to believe that Propaganda confided to the prelate 
documents of such importance without acquainting him with 
their contents; and if he was privy to the transaction, as appears 
quite probable, then there can be little doubt that his consent 
had been obtained, or at least his objections overruled, and 
therefore there was no longer occasion for a protest. A manu- 
script Life of Bishop Rosati, written in Italian about 1847, and 
kept in the Archives of the Roman Procurators of the Congrega- 
tion of the Mission, 30 thus recites the proceedings: 

Archbishop Marechal explained all this 31 at Rome; and the necessity 
of new divisions and of the creation of new Sees once known and ap- 
proved, he succeeded in obtaining at least this much, that out of the two 
territories of Mississippi and Alabama, taken away from the jurisdic- 
tion of Baltimore, a Vicariate Apostolic was formed, to which Father 
Joseph Rosati was appointed with the title and dignity of Bishop. 
A Pontifical Brief which settled these matters was issued on August 13, 
1822; the Archbishop took it along with him when he went back to 
America, and on reaching home sent it at once to Father Rosati. 

But we have something still better as a source of authentic 
information, namely, the Brief of July 14, 1823, referred to by 
Shea. In this document it is explicitly stated, contrary to the 
assertion of the learned historian, that the creation of the Vicariate 
in 1822 was consequent on the fact that " ' Baltimorensis Archiepis- 
copus a spirituali eorumdem territoriorum regimine se sponte 
dimiserit." 

However this may be, the Brief of August 13, 1822, together 
with other documents from Propaganda, dated September 7 
and 13, and a copy of the Faculties, both ordinary and extra- 
ordinary, granted to the American Bishops, signed on September 
8, 32 and, moreover, certain letters sent him from Monte-Citorio 
reached the Seminary at the "Barrens" on January 23, 1823. 
We can obtain a fair idea of what Father Rosati's feelings then 

29 Letter of Father Rosati to Father Baccari, January 24, 1823, cited below. 

30 America. P. ii, Monsig. Rosati, p. 31. 

31 That is, the unsatisfactory conditions then existing; he, too, was ignorant of 
Bishop Du Bourg's change of residence, which had taken place after his departure 
from America. 

32 Diary of Bishop Rosati. 
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were from the following letter written the very next day to 
Father Baccari, Vicar General of the Congregation of the Mission 
at Rome: 88 

Yesterday evening I received your letters sent me through the 
Archbishop of Baltimore. The joy and delight first experienced in 
reading them have given place to the greatest affliction, which assailed 
me on unfolding a document from the S. C. of Propaganda despatched 
to me through the same channel, notifying me that I have been appointed 
Bishop in partibus, and Vicar Apostolic of the Territories of Mississippi 
and Alabama. That was truly for me a thunderbolt. I did not hesitate 
for a moment to resolve to refuse a burden which is beyond my strength 
in every regard. To this end I warmly recommend myself to you, in 
order that you may obtain that the Holy Father and His Eminence 
Card. Consalvi grant me the favor of accepting my refusal. I am 
devoid of everything that is required for such a tremendous office: virtue, 
enlightenment, experience, etc. You know how many times I have 
begged you to take away from me the burden, which someone else could 
carry better than I. Do me, therefore, the favor to interpose in my 
behalf, and have prayers addressed to our Holy Founder for me, that I 
may not be denied the grace of continuing to live among his sons; of 
this I am unworthy, I know; but still more unworthy am I of so high a 
position in the Church of God; and if I have the misfortune to see my 
prayers unheard, then it behooves me to say that I am of the number of 
those who, by the just judgment of God, in altum tolluntur ut lapsu 
graviore ruant. I trust it will not be so. I am writing to you with 
tears in my eyes, and scarce know what I am writing. 

One month later his feelings were still the same, and his 
determination to refuse the honor and burden proffered, more 
firmly set than ever. Here is what he confided to his brother 
on the whole affair on February 24 : 34 

An event which I will consider as the most calamitous of all those 
which have ever broken the peace and tranquillity of my life has lately 
been for me the cause of the greatest affliction. The Holy Father has 
appointed and elected me Bishop. Card. Consalvi has forwarded to me 
the Apostolic Briefs containing this appointment, and enjoining me 
to be consecrated as soon as possible. The mere sight of those letters was 
for me a thunderbolt striking me most unexpectedly. I did not hesitate 
for a moment to decide that, as the Episcopal dignity and burden are 
beyond my strength, it was my duty to refuse. I wrote so much to Card. 
Consalvi, to our Vicar General and to some others. I hope the Lord 



33 Archives of the Procurators General CM., Rome, America, p. ii. Monsig. 
Rosati, pp. 21-82. The letter is in Italian. 

M Id. Letters to Nicola Rosati, at Sora. The original is in Italian. 
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will grant me the grace to deliver me from such a burden. Nothing 
can induce me to take it upon my shoulders, outside of the force of 
obedience. I shall deem myself happy if I am allowed to work in the 
lowest rank of the laborers who tend the Lord's vineyard, without running 
the risks to which those who occupy the highest positions are exposed. 
I am waiting most anxiously the answers from Rome, and I shall not 
recover my composure until I see my wishes fulfilled. 

These candid and straightforward expressions of Father 
Rosati's humility ring true. He was thoroughly in earnest, and 
indeed left no means unemployed to ward off what he con- 
sidered the severest blow that had ever fallen upon him. He had 
written "a warm, nay, even a fiery" 36 letter to Cardinal Consalvi, 
Prefect of Propaganda; another "warm letter" he wrote to 
Msgr. Caprano, Secretary of the same Congregation, 36 yet others 
to Father Baccari; 37 Bishop Flaget and Bishop Du Bourg he 
persuaded to plead his cause. 38 The latter prelate, whom this 
appointment threatened to deprive of a most active co-laborer, 
at once wrote to Rome, grounding his plea upon three arguments : 
first, the uselessness of the recently created Vicariate, for the 
Catholics were few in the Territories allotted to it; secondly, the 
inopportuneness of the erection, as these few Catholics were 
unable to support a Bishop; and thirdly and foremost, Father 
Rosati's departure would surely mean the ruin of the establish- 
ment of the Mission, which was the object of his care and solici- 
tude, and on which so much money had been spent. It would 
consequently be an irretrievable loss to the cause of religion. 

Meanwhile, before the first Pontifical letters of August and 
September, 1822, had been delivered to Father Rosati, the 
Sacred Congregation of Propaganda had taken another step, 
and had joined, temporarily, the two Floridas to the Vicariate. 
The Brief of January 21, 1823, informing the Vicar Apostolic- 



36 MS. Life cited above, p. 22: "Vires meas tanto oneri impares sentiens ad Sac. 
Congregationem respondi ut alium eligere dignaretur." Bishop Rosati's Diary. 

" MS. Life, I. c. 

" L. c; Diary. 

'* "Hlmum D. Guillemum Du Bourg, Episcopum Neo-Aurelianensem, et Illmum 
D. B. J. Flaget Epum Bardensem impense rogavi ut me ab hac dignitate accipienda 
officiosis apud Summum Pontificem precibus liberarent." Diary. 



16 CHARLES L. SOUVAY, CM. 

elect of the new arrangement, recites the facts and motives as 
follows: 8 ' 

Whereas, according to the report made to Us, the two Floridas, 
Eastern and Western, in North America, which were first under the 
spiritual jurisdiction of the Archbishop of Santiago of Cuba, then were 
placed, by Consistorial Decree dated September 10, 1787, under that 
of the Bishop of St. Christopher of Havana, and finally were by Apostolic 
Letters of April 25, 1798, annexed to the Diocese of New Orleans under 
the Metropolitan jurisdiction of the Archbishop of San Domingo, are 
so far away from the City of St. Louis in Upper Louisiana where the 
Bishop of New Orleans has established his residence, that he is absolutely 
unable to take care of them, and therefore has resigned his right over 
them; lest the faithful residing in the Floridas should be deprived of 
spiritual help, We, by the advice of our Ven. Brethren the Cardinals 
of the Congregation of Propaganda, have resolved to dismember from 
the Diocese of New Orleans the two Floridas and to unite and annex 
them provisionally to the recently created Vicariate Apostolic of the 
Territories of Mississippi and Alabama; and finally it being our wish 
that our Ven. Brother Joseph Rosati, recently elected Vicar Apostolic 
with Episcopal dignity and title of the two Territories of Mississippi 
and Alabama, should have care and jurisdiction over the two Floridas as 
well, with all the Faculties enjoyed by the other Bishops of the United 
States; so, in virtue of our Apostolic authority by the tenor of the present 
letter We decree, this to stand until other provision shall be made by 
this Holy See. 

This Brief — so we learn from Bishop Rosati's Diary — never 
reached its address. 

For months the soul of Father Rosati chafed under the worry 
caused by this appointment. Finally, he resolved to take a 
radical step, bolder, indeed, than all the respectful remonstrances 
sent to Rome by his alarmed friends. One of the Italian priests 
of his Community, Father Philip Borgna, on account of persistent 
ill-health, was obliged to leave America and to return to his 
native land. Through him Father Rosati sent the Pontifical 

38 "Quum sicut Nobis relatum est duae Floridarum provinciae Orientalis nimirum 
et Occidentalis in America Septentrionali, quae primum Archiepiscopo S. Jacobi 
de Cuba deinde per Consistoriale Decretum die 10 Sepbris 1787 Episcopi S. Chris- 
tophori de Avana in spiritualibus subjectae fuerunt, demum per litteras Apostolicas 
datas die 25 Aplis 1793 Neo-Aurelianensi Ecclesiae sub metropolitico Jure Archicpis- 
copi S. Dominici tarn longe distent a civitate S. Ludovici in Luisiana Superiors, 
ubi Novae Aureliae Episcopus sedem statuit suam, ut ipsam Floridarum curam gerere 
nullo modo possit, eamque propterea sponte dimiserit, Nos ne fideles qui in Floridis 
versantur spiritualibus careant auxiliis, de Venerabilium Fratrum Nostrorum S.R.E. 
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documents back to Propaganda, requesting him, moreover, to 
spare no effort to obtain the annulment of his appointment. 40 
Such was also, no doubt, the object of a letter sent to the Sacred 
Congregation, mentioned in his Diary under the date of April 2, 
1823. Communications in those times were slow between 
America and Europe, and even between the various parts of 
America, and the affair remained in the statu quo for several 
months. 41 

Archbishop Marechal, Bishop Du Bourg and Bishop Flaget 
had, meanwhile, carefully reviewed and sifted the whole matter, 
and their reports were unanimously against the erection of the 
new Vicariate Apostolic. These reports placed Propaganda in a 
rather embarrassing situation. The opinion of the American 
prelates was founded on a first-hand acquaintance with the 
conditions and needs of the country, and showed that the step 
had been taken somewhat too hastily. What had been done 
could naturally be undone, but what if Father Rosati had already 
received episcopal consecration? True, he had begged to have 
his appointment canceled; but he might quite possibly have been 
prevailed upon to submit. 42 Here was a Bishop, a Vicar Apos- 
tolic with a shadowy, impossible Vicariate — a very delicate and 
embarrassing situation indeed. 

A happy combinazione, exhibiting once more the wonderful 



Cardinalium Propagandae fidei praepositorum consilio ambas Floridarum provincias 
a Novae Aureliae Dioecesi distrahere easque per modum provisorium unire et ad- 
jungere Apostolico Vicariatui nuper erecto duorum confinium territoriorum Missis- 
sipii et Alabamae novissime volentes spiritualem curani et jurisdictionem Venerabili 
Fratri Josepho Rosati tamquam Vicario Apostolico non minus duorum Territoriorum 
Mississipii et Alabamae novissime electo cum caractere et titulo Episcopali quam 
utriusque Floridarum Provinciae cum facultatibus, quibus ceteri foederatarum 
Provinciarum Episcopi potiuntur, auctoritate Apostolica tenore praesentium con- 
stituimus donee tamen per hanc S. Sedem aliter provideatur." 

40 He left America on April 10, 1823, and returned in March, 1825. 

41 It took usually about one month for letters to cover the distance between New 
Orleans and the "Barrens," and the same time was the minimum time between 
Baltimore and Missouri. 

42 The situation here described is that which existed in the spring of 1823: the 
Briefs had been expedited and received. Propaganda was in possession of Father 
Rosati's refusal and of the objections made by the American Bishops; but as Father 
Borgna arrived in Rome only in November, there was no certainty that Father 
Rosati had not changed his mind and received the consecration, as he was bidden to 
receive it, "as soon as possible." 
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resourcefulness of Roman diplomacy, was hit upon. Suppressing 
the impossible Vicariate, Propaganda fell back upon the old 
idea of dividing Louisiana; but, taught by experience, it carefully 
postponed taking definite measures for a period of three years, 
meantime appointing the Bishop-elect of Tenagra Coadjutor to 
the Bishop of New Orleans. The Brief sent to Father Rosati 
on July 14, 1823, by Pope Pius VII, is worth giving here : 

To our Beloved Son Joseph Rosati, Priest of the Cong, of the Mission, 
Bishop elect of Tenagra, POPE PIUS VII, Health and Apos- 
tolic Blessing. 
Beloved Son, 

Last year, by the report of the Secretary of the Congregation of our 
Venerable Brethren the Cardinals deputed to the Propagation of the 
faith, We were made cognizant of the fact that the two Territories of 
Mississippi and Alabama located in the United States of America, the 
spiritual care of which devolved upon the Archbishop of Baltimore, 
are so far distant from the Metropolitan See that the said Archbishop 
was not able to take care of them either by himself, or by our Ven. 
Brother Louis Bishop of New Orleans as his Vicar General, on account 
of the latter's residing in St. Louis in Upper Louisiana, that is, some 
five hundred leagues from the afore-mentioned Territories; and for 
this reason the Archbishop of Baltimore of his own accord resigned the 
spiritual administration of these Territories; whereupon We deemed 
it a duty of our Pastoral office to provide for the necessity of the faithful 
of those parts, and accordingly appointed you, by Apostolic Brief 
dated August 13, 1822, Vicar Apostolic with the dignity and title of 
Bishop of Tenagra for the two above-mentioned Territories; finally, 
as the aforesaid Bishop of New Orleans, owing likewise to distances, could 
not in any way take care of the Floridas, and in consequence resigned of 
his own accord this charge, We, dismembering these two provinces from 
the Diocese of New Orleans, joined them temporarily and until other 
provision should be made by this Holy See to the aforesaid Vicariate 
Apostolic by another Brief dated January 21 of the present year. 

But now a recent report of the Secretary of the same Congregation 
based upon a letter of the Bishop of New Orleans has apprized Us of 
the fact that the establishment of the above-mentioned Vicariate and 
the union thereto of the Floridas made later, as well as your designation 
for that Vicariate are not only purposeless, owing to the small numbers 
of Catholics in the countries forming it, not only inopportune because 
these countries are utterly unable to support a Bishop, but also your 
very appointment will be a calamity for the cause of Religion in all 
Louisiana, for your departure from Louisiana will strike the death-blow, 
it is asserted, and to the house of the Congregation of the Mission recently 
erected and working so usefully in Louisiana, and to the Ecclesiastical 
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Seminary, and finally to the College founded for the education of young 
men in Religion and in the liberal Arts, as you are the only person, on 
account of the scarcity and youth of the sacred ministers residing in those 
parts, who can usefully be at the head of these establishments. 

After mature consideration of all the above, and by the advice of our 
Ven. Brethren the Cardinals of the Congregation of Propaganda, for 
the greater good of Religion and of the faithful, We deem it advisable to 
change our decision. 

Therefore, the afore-mentioned Apostolic Letters whereby We made 
you Vicar Apostolic of the Territories of Mississippi and Alabama in the 
United States, and added to it the Floridas dismembered from the 
Diocese of New Orleans, and elected you Vicar Apostolic, We, in virtue 
of the Apostolic authority, by the tenor of these presents cancel and 
abrogate; and thus, as We had elected you Bishop of Tenagra as per 
our former Apostolic letter of August 13, 1822, and as you now have 
possibly received already Episcopal Consecration, cancelling likewise 
your appointment as Vicar Apostolic, We designate you to aid the 
Bishop of New Orleans in the administration of his Diocese in quality of 
his Coadjutor; the following, however, being understood both by you and 
by that Bishop: Louisiana shall be divided into two Episcopal Sees 
within three years; if, which may God avert! the Bishop of New Orleans 
should depart this life before the division be made, you shall at first 
take the administration of the whole of Louisiana; then, when the 
division will be made, you shall have the government of only one of these 
two Sees, and the other shall be turned over to the person designated by 
the Apostolic See. 

If, on the other hand, the division of Louisiana is carried to execution 
during the life-time of the Bishop of New Orleans, which We heartily beg 
of the Lord, then our wish is that you, resigning at once your office of 
Coadjutor, should be by Apostolic letters then to be written created 
Bishop of that one of the two Sees which the Bishop of New Orleans 
will not take for himself. 

We ordain, moreover, in the name of holy obedience, to all and 
every one whom it may now or eventually concern, that they receive 
you in quality of Coadjutor, and if the division of Louisiana is not 
consummated during the life-time of the Bishop of New Orleans, then 
immediately after his demise in quality of spiritual head of the whole 
Louisiana, according to the tenor of these presents; and that they be 
subject to you and obey you and receive your salutary advice and 
your commands reverently and fulfill them effectually; otherwise every 
sentence and penalty which you will decree lawfully against the contu- 
macious We shall uphold, and shall inviolably procure its execution by the 
authority communicated to Us by the Lord, until condign satisfaction 
be obtained. 

Given at Rome, at St. Mary Major, under the seal of the Fisherman, 
on July 14, 1823. 

H. Card. Consalvi. 
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This third Brief reached the "Barrens" on December 4. 
It did not come altogether unexpected, for both Bishop Du Bourg 
and Bishop Flaget, when acquainting Father Rosati with the 
purport of their letters to Rome, observed that they expected 
little success; and they made it clear to him that it was his duty 
to resist no longer. From Rome, Father Baccari had insisted 
to the same effect. Two days later, on December 6, the Bishop- 
elect wrote to Propaganda that he had now resigned himself to 
the inevitable, and accordingly would receive episcopal conse- 
cration as directed, as soon as possible. 43 The promptness of 
his answer was no sign that he penned this letter with a light 
heart: it was the promptness of obedience, regardless of the cost. 
The following extract from a letter to his brother, written on the 
same day, speaks for itself: 44 

Concerning myself I shall tell you, that, to my great displeasure, 
I received the day before yesterday certain letters of the S. C. of 
Propaganda, with a Pontifical Brief, containing my appointment as 
Coadjutor to the Right Rev. Bishop of Louisiana. I wrote to you 
some time ago that last year I had been elected Vicar Apostolic and 
Bishop of Tenagra (in partibus); I refused to accept. My refusal has 
been taken into consideration in so far as the Vicariate Apostolic is 
concerned; but instead I have been elected Coadjutor to Bishop Du Bourg. 
I confess to you that that burden affrights me. But I find myself in the 
necessity of refusing no longer, as this was made to me a grave duty of 
conscience by our Bishop and by others whom I consulted. I must 
therefore submit. 

It would seem that after sending the Brief of July 14, 1823, 
Rome still entertained some misgivings as to whether Father 
Rosati would really submit this time. Father Borgna reached 
Rome in the first days of November. Since leaving America on 
April 10, he had had ample time to make reflections, and he had 
come to the conclusion that the good of religion in America 
imposed upon him the duty of disregarding the wishes of his 
Superior, and of urging strongly Father Rosati's appointment. 

43 "Summi Pontifieis Sacraeque Congregationis voluntati, ex nostri Vicarii 
Generalis, et IUmorum ac Rmorum Neo-Aurelianensis ac Bardensis Episcoporum 
consilio resistere non audens, eidem S. C, litteris diei 6 Decembris 1823 meum 
assensum significavi, una cum proposito consecrationem Episcopalem quara citius 
recipiendi." Diary. 

44 Archives of the Proc. Gen. C. M„ Rome. Letters to Nicola Rosati, December 
6. 1843. 
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Accordingly he allowed himself no rest until he was sure he had 
won his point. In November, 1823, Propaganda sent back to 
Father Rosati the Brief of August 13, 1822, brought by Father 
Borgna, and accompanied it with a letter appealing to the 
appointee's sense of obedience. 45 This appeal was now purpose- 
less, as has been seen: so prompt had been the obedience of 
Father Rosati that he allowed no time to elapse before corre- 
sponding with Bishop Du Bourg in regard to the time and 
place most suitable for the Consecration. 

Charles L. Souvay, CM., 
Kenrick Seminary, St. Louis. 

( To be continued) 



* "Cum Apostolicas litteras diei 13 Augusti 1822 Romam remisissem Sacra 
Congregatio eas ad me secundo transmisit una cum novis litteris datis die 22. 
Norembris 1823, commendans ut Sedis Apostolicae voluntati parerem." Diary. 



